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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed March 14, 2006 has been entered. The specification has 
been amended. Claims 1-6, and 20 are all cancelled. Claims 7 and 16 have been 
amended. New grounds of rejection are based on newly amended claims. 

2. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Benninqhoff III (Pub No U.S 2002/0091782) hereinafter " Benninqhoff" and Don Box et 
al. (W3C Copyright 2000) hereinafter " Don " and further in the view of Grout (Pub No 
U.S 5,913,033) hereinafter "Grout" 

As per claim 7, Benninghoff teaches " providing a mail file stored on a server of 
documents having ..." (See paragraph [0012], [0134] and Fig 2,3 & 7) 
"retrieving said fields of said one of said documents from said mailfile" (See paragraph 
[0134] and Fig 5,11); 

"in response to said fields, retrieving said one of said documents as a markup language 
document" (See paragraph [010-012] and [0134]); 

Benninqhoff does not explicitly teach "inserting at said server, URL into said markup 
language document to retrieve said..." 

" retrieving at said server section from said mailfile in said markup language" 



Application/Control Number: 10/603,999 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2168 

"removing at said server, said URL from the retrieved document and creating an object 
having said section expanded in the retrieved document" 

However, Grout teaches "inserting at said server a URL into said markup language 
document to retrieve said section of said one of said document" (See [Col 1, lines 1- 
46]); 

" retrieving at said server, said section from said mailfile in said markup language" (See 
[Col 1, lines 1-46]); 

"removing at said server, said URL from the retrieved document and creating an object 
having said section expanded in the retrieved document" (See [Col. 1, lines 1-46]) 
At the time of the present invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine the two references because Grout's method of inserting a URL and 
retrieving the designated section to replace the URL would have enabled Benninghoffs 
method of providing data to an application to increase the performance of browsing 
documents and allows downloading of multimedia objects tailored for the user's 
language or culture (See [Col 2, lines 59-64]) 

Benninghoff and Grout do not explicitly teach "receiving a request as a SOAP protocol 
message from an application running on a user workstation different from said server for 
one of said documents" 

"sending marshaled objects to said application as a SOAP protocol message" 
However, Don teaches "receiving a request as a SOAP protocol message from an 
application for one of said documents" (See paragraph [1 .3-4] wherein Don teaches in 
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paragraph 2. Soap messages are fundamentally one-way transmissions from a sender 
to a receiver and Soap application receives a Soap message, whereby the message 
can only be received on the users workstation) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
because combining the aforementioned references with Don's teachings would have 
given those skilled in the art a tool for receiving request and sending objects as a SOAP 
message because, Soap provides a simple and lightweight mechanism for exchanging 
structured and typed information in decentralized, distributed environment. 

As per claim 8, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 7 above including the following reasons: Benninghoff 
teaches "wherein said fields are retrieved as a XML document"(See paragraph [0010- 
0012] and [0134]) 

As per claim 9, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 7 above including the following reasons Grout teaches " 
wherein said markup language is HTML or XHTML" (See [Col 5, lines 45-61] and [Col 6, 
lines 60- Col 7, lines 45]) 

As per claim 10, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 7 above including the following reasons: Benninghoff 
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teaches " wherein said one of said documents has a file attachment into object" (See Fig 
3-4 &7) 

As per claim 12, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 7 above including the following reasons Grout teaches " 
said one of said document has an image tag"(See [Col 7, lines 1-44]). 

As per claim 13, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 12 above including the following reasons Grout teaches 
"retrieving the image tag, encoding said image tag and inserting..." (See [Col 6, lines 60 
- Col 7, lines 45] and Fig 2A). 

As per claim 14, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 7 above including the following reasons Grout teaches 
"said one of said documents has a link to other items in said document" (See [Col 3, 
lines 13-32] and Fig 2A) 

As per claim 15, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 14 above including the following reasons Grout teaches " 
retrieving the content of said link, and inserting said content in the retrieved document at 
the position of said link" (See [Col 6, lines 60- Col 7, line 45] and Fig 2A) 
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As per claim 16, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument for 
rejected claim 7 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Benninqhoff teaches "a file stored on a server, having data stored as documents" (See 
Paragraph [0012] and [0134] and Fig 2-3 & 7) 

"a database on said server, for passing a request for one of said documents to said file 
and upon return converting said one of said documents ..." (See paragraph[0010 - 
0012],[0134], [0161]and Fig 5, 11 &19); 

" an authentication directory having authentication records for an application" (See 
paragraph [0014], [0043], [0046], [0055], [0131] and Fig 5 & 12) 
" and a protocol tool for authenticating said application using said records" (See 
paragraph [0014], [0043], [0046], [0055], [0131] and Fig 5 & 12]) 

As per claim 17, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 16 above including the following reasons: Benninqhoff 
teaches " Wherein said software and said tools are adapted to operate without the need 
for a mail or calendaring client" (See paragraph [0009] and Fig 1) 

As per claim 18, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 16 above including the following reasons: Benninqhoff 
teaches " wherein said extended markup format is XML" (See paragraph [0010-0012] 
and [0134]) 
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As per claim 19, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the argument 
given above for rejected claim 16 above including the following reasons: Benninghoff 
does not explicitly teach " wherein object is marshaled into simple object protocol 
according to a pre-defined set of rules" 

However Don teaches " wherein object is marshaled into simple object protocol 
according to a pre-defined set of rules"(See [1-5]) 

3. Claim 11, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Benninghoff , Don and Grout , as applied to claim 4 above, and further in the view of 
Little et al. (Pub No. US 2005/0114671) hereinafter Little 

As per claim 11, this claim is rejected on the grounds corresponding to the 
argument given above for rejecting claim 10 above including the following reasons: 
Benninghof f, Don and Grout do not explicitly teach "retrieving attachment, removing 
said link, and inserting said attachment into said object". 

However, Little teaches "retrieving attachment, removing said link, and inserting said 
attachment into said object"(See paragraph [0076]) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the aforementioned references because Little's method of embedding the 
attachment into the body of the email messages would have enabled Benninghoff and 
Grout's method of providing data to an application to save user's effort and time needed 
to open and store the attachment, by already displaying the attachment within the body 
of the email message. 
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Response to Argument 

4. Applicants arguments filled March 14, 2006 have been fully considered but 

they are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's argument. 

As per claims 7 and 16 applicant's argued Benninghoff does not teach, "inserting at said 

server, URL into said markup language document to retrieve said..." 

" retrieving at said server section from said mailfile in said markup language" 

"removing at said server, said URL from the retrieved document and creating an object 

having said section expanded in the retrieved document" 

However based on newly amended claims, Grout teaches "inserting at said server a 
URL into said markup language document to retrieve said section of said one of said 
document" (See [Col 1, lines 1-46]); 

" retrieving at said server, said section from said mailfile in said markup language" (See 
[Col 1, lines 1-46]); 

"removing at said server, said URL from the retrieved document and creating an object 
having said section expanded in the retrieved document" (See [Col. 1, lines 1-46]) 
At Col. 1, lines 21-46, Grout teaches in order to retrieve a document, entering a URL at 
the server. Wherein the URL is removed from the retrieved document and downloading 
links to other multimedia object, which consist of bitmap, sound files or video files, thus 
teachings are synonymous and reads on applicants claim language. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLUBUSOLA ONI whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2738. The examiner can normally be reached on 7.30-5.00PM. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, TIM VO can be reached on 571-272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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